INTRODUCTION
How often do you read an international law book from cover to cover? academics is the same in this regard: how do I distribute the fruits of my intellectual labour as broadly as possible?
1 In this editorial, we first address why books are still a preferred vehicle for the dissemination of scholarship, touching upon their enduring value and their place in international rankings, among other factors, as compared to other vehicles such as journal articles and edited book chapters. Subsequently we discuss the contribution of book reviews to the successful dissemination of books and finally, we outline the strategy of the LJIL to ensure the quality and variety of such reviews.
WHY PUBLISH BOOKS?

Enduring value
The digitization of the traditional modes of scholarly production has certainly challenged established academic institutions, such as books and law journals. But the age of cyberspace does not need to signify the end of either of them. As noted in a previous LJIL editorial, journals may not be capable of competing with blogs as providers of information and disseminators of ideas. Their role, instead, is in serving as a medium for in-depth reflection and analysis. In contrast with blog posts, journal articles -particularly those peer-reviewed, or those subject to some other form of editorial review mechanism -enjoy the benefit of hindsight that is necessary for quality control and production. 2 For that reason alone, they will probably remain in existence for quite some time to come.
The same considerations hold true for books. Not only can books take years to write, but, due to the time lag involved in their production process (which inevitably follows from rounds of peer review and editing), they are less apt to provide the latest and most updated information on a current topic. In terms of turnaround time, books mostly fare even worse than journals, as many of the latter, including the LJIL, nowadays even offer advance, pre-publication access to their articles. But just as journals, academic and scholarly books -given that they undergo a thorough peer-review process that is often more extensive and intensive than the peer review involved in journal articles, and pass through layers of editorial editing -perform the function of quality control, and the filtering and ordering that is necessary for scholarly production. Indeed, the longer time lag between a particular event and a book's publication can actually have the advantage that the information provided in the book is more complete, and the conclusions more fully developed, particularly with regard to causal effects and long-term consequences.
But books also have additional advantages over other means of disseminating ideas. Most importantly perhaps, and in contrast with journal articles and blog posts, books allow for sufficient space to work out and present a research topic in depth.
Books are the kind of long-form scholarship that enables a rigorous and extensive presentation of arguments, sustained potentially over a broader set of areas, and placed in context with other important issues, both within and outside of a discipline. Take the example of the classic academic monograph, where one is expected to find detailed discussions on trends and contradictions in jurisprudence, comprehensive accounts of research or scholarship on a given topic, and/or presentations of valuable and interesting historical or statistical data, all supported by numerous examples and extensive referencing. This is not always a possibility in a journal article that (at least in Europe) is often limited to approximately 10,000 words. Nor is this level of depth likely to occur on a blog, which, albeit providing unlimited space for developing an idea, remains subject to the constraint that too long a blog post will not be read.
An additional advantage of books is that they can be used to reach a wider audience than the readership of specialized academic journals or blogs. Take the example of scholarly books that approach a topic from a multidisciplinary approach and can thus be of interest not only to international law scholars, but also to academics in the field of international relations, international political economy, or political science. Or take the example of scholarly books that, in view of their specific methodology, present a kind of thinking that can be used in classrooms outside of the specific field. Or take the example of books that are actually written to target other markets than pure academics -as in the case of non-fiction works that scholars occasionally write for the general audience.
Last but not least, there are also books that perform specific roles which cannot be adequately performed by journal articles. Take the example of textbooks, which are aimed at introducing the reader into a specific field, or comprehensively presenting a field to an advanced student. Journal articles are too narrow in their focus to serve such purposes. A typical international law textbook does not only deal with the substantive principles and rules that govern a specific sub-field of international law, but also touches upon epistemological questions, such as the theory of sources of international law, or meta-issues, such as the methodology of international law research.
Hard versus electronic copy
It is open to question to what extent books will continue to exist in hard copy. It is certainly true that books published on paper offer a tangible format, not subject to the more fleeting nature of an electronic publication. For that reason alone, they may not easily disappear. Electronic publications, on the other hand, could be viewed as a more democratic vehicle allowing for a more immediate discussion, in which readers who do not have the time or means to either buy the books themselves or travel to one of the great international law libraries in Heidelberg or The Hague can also partake. Then again, this democratic element ought not to be overstated as an internet connection is as of yet far from a universally acquired good -and the emergence of e-books has partially abolished the need to physically visit a library, putting books on much the same level as journals.
One further step is to offer wider public access for books through the Open Access system.
3 Such a system offers several advantages, but also raises many intricate issues, particularly concerning copyright matters. 4 Nonetheless, several book publishers have already started developing such a system, 5 which has the potential to greatly enhance books' chances of survival in the next centuries.
Citation indexes, impact factors, and publication rankings
One significant disadvantage of disseminating ideas via books is that the latter do not, to the same extent as journals, feature in so-called 'citation indexes'.
6 Unlike the LJIL itself, for example, books are not included in the Social Science Citation Index prepared by Thomson Reuters, which in turn is used -justifiably or not -by many universities as a yardstick for assessing a scholar's academic performance. As a consequence, indicators reporting the impact of books are practically non-existent. The currently existing 'impact factor', which measures the frequency with which the average journal article has been cited in a particular year, applies only to periodical publications. This is only logical, since this factor purports to measure the influence of a particular journal, thereby arguably serving as a proxy for the journal's quality, and not the quality of an individual article in it. If a similar impact factor were to be designed for book publications, it would ultimately measure the impact and quality of publishers.
It is often said that where you publish is as important as what you publish. Book authors, particularly junior scholars in the early phase of their career, who are eager to get a tenured position at a university, seem well aware of this, and many of them carefully chose where to publish their academic work. In practice, even in the absence of a publishers' impact factor, there exists informal consensus in every academic discipline about a list of top publishers. The publication of a book by a known university press is often considered as an indication of excellence, which can be instrumental to establishing the scholar's position among his or her academic peers, and may even influence that scholar's success in obtaining new research grants. Admittedly, such considerations may be of less relevance to the general readers, although they too, are more likely to buy a book published by an internationally-known publishing house.
Impact factors -and the publication rankings resulting from them -certainly have their merits. If anything else, they aid scholars in their choice for publication in that they provide some quantifiable data, other than the mere appearance of a publisher's prestige and importance. Yet, the pertinent indexes, factors, and rankings increasingly also shape the way in which academic research is conducted and published. This is not devoid of problems and has had many unintended consequences.
7
In the hard sciences, publishing monographs (as distinct from textbooks) is now virtually extinct; careers are built on publications in top-tier journals with high impact factors such as Nature or Science. A similar evolution seems to be emerging in the legal field, particularly in the US but increasingly also in Europe: publishing one's work as such is no longer sufficient; one has to aim for 'the highest ranking international journals'.
Here international lawyers encounter a problem: unlike in the hard sciences, where a limited number of journals form the commonly accepted gold standard, no recognized listing of international law journals exists. Instead there are several independent rankings, such as Google Scholar and the Washington and Lee University Ranking.
8 But these offer little help to strategically-minded academics in deciding where to submit their work: some top five journals in one ranking do not even feature in the top twenty of the other.
9 Some journals in the same ranking are far from interchangeable. For example, how to rank a journal on criminal justice in reference to one on international economic law? The manner of calculating a journal's position in the ranking is often unclear, using a variety of criteria such as journal cites, currency factors, case cites, cites/cost, and impact factors. Several of these seem to be mostly based on data obtained from the US market, as shown by the abundant presence in these rankings of US journals virtually unknown or rarely cited elsewhere. This is a known problem that the publishers of European journals will most likely have to address in the near future. 
Edited books
One type of publication addressing the problem of the time one needs to read a book is the publication of edited books, where chapters can be read independently of one another. Ideally, these contain several papers on one topic, written by various authors with diverse backgrounds. Thus they contain a wider variety of perspectives than one author would usually manage and often even attempt to start a debate through the inclusion of opposing views. Publishers take care that not any random collection of conference papers is published as they require editors of such volumes to formulate a coherent book proposal and even subject chapters to blind peer review. Of course, in view of the collaborative nature of such academic contributions, it is notoriously difficult to make edited books coherent, and they obviously remain a challenge for any editor. This notwithstanding, edited books are not likely to disappear yet. To the contrary, if there is one particular form of book publication that seems to have reinvented international legal scholarship, these are the (research) handbooks, published by university as well as by trade academic presses, and which have now become standard reference works in practically any sub-field of international law.
But the weight attached to book chapters differs between academic cultures and book chapters suffer from one major disadvantage: most libraries, even if they have an adequate book budget, do not catalogue the different chapters as individual papers, listing only the (often rather generic) title of the book itself (a notable exception is the Peace Palace Library).
11 This makes it much more difficult for researchers relying on search engines to find the specific chapters that are relevant to their research. Because of this, book chapters also generate fewer citations, and consequently less impact. Indeed, after exploring how citations of academic book chapters fare in Google Scholar in comparison to citations of journal articles, a scholar recently came to the conclusion that 'if you write a chapter for an edited book, you might as well write the paper and then bury it in a hole in the ground'. 
WHY REVIEW BOOKS?
Bearing all this in mind, why does a journal such as the Leiden Journal of International Law -and many others -still review books, except out of habit and tradition? As an increasing number of books is published every year by publishers old and new, readers lack the time even to browse book catalogues, whereas their interest might be sparked by reading a thought-provoking review of a new book. Book reviews therefore have an informative role.
But book reviews also serve other purposes. First, they offer independent advice to aid the international readership in its decision whether or not to expand its library with this particular book. In other words, they can prompt libraries to purchase the book and readers to read it. In the absence of a book ranking system, reviews can have the role of a quality indicator. Having one's book reviewed in a leading journal is in itself to some extent a sign of recognition or merit. In that, it is perhaps not always a fully reliable one, for there are still excellent books that remain unreviewed; still, a positive review in one or more legal journals usually attests to the quality of a particular book. Thirty years ago, a significant monograph could expect at least a dozen reviews or more; these days, two or three is more the norm.
Second, reviews serve the purpose of quality control. This type of quality control is, of course, a different one than the one performed by journal articles. In the view of the LJIL, the control performed by journal articles is in the tracing and certification of quality as such of the scholarship that is published. 13 In the case of books, this kind of quality control is primarily performed by the publisher itself via external peer reviewers. The quality control performed by book reviews, on the other hand, is post-publication quality control, which is, moreover, performed openly, and potentially by a broader set of reviewers than the field-specific experts that are usually selected to perform the original (single or double) blind peer review. Such control obviously pertains to the quality of the argumentation and research as such, but may also pertain to matters of intellectual honesty and scientific integrity. Thus, book reviews may not only point out errors or omissions in the book author's research. They can also uncover those errors and omissions that have not been made in good faith, and border instead on fraud. There is at least one example in recent years of a book review leading to a re-examination of the author's obtainment of an academic title. 14 Finally, book reviews incite academic debate, and so not merely reflect upon, but also add to, academic scholarship.
In our view, the purposes of book reviewing have not fundamentally changed with the advent of the age of cyberspace. The digitization of the traditional modes of scholarly production has affected the medium through which scholarly ideas are distributed, but not the process of book reviewing. In fact, this Journal has already published reviews of electronic books. 15 As book review editors, we embrace these developments for, by increasing the accessibility of certain books, digitization may increase the chance that books will be read.
WHICH BOOKS TO REVIEW?
In the view of LJIL, academic journals perform an important role in the structuring and ordering of the flow of information and opinions. 16 In the context of book reviews, one could say that this ordering plays a role in the selection of books that are reviewed in our Journal. In the limited amount of space allotted to our section, we can only present a fraction of the books that are published each year, which demands a certain degree of selectivity. There are a number of considerations that affect this selection.
First, there are practical concerns regarding the fact that some books are more amenable to review than others. A monograph written by a single author is capable of being adequately presented in 2,000 words, while an edited work containing contributions from ten or so different scholars may be less so, particularly if the aim is not to produce an expanded description of the table of contents. Furthermore, there are some types of academic works, such as commentaries and encyclopaedias, which require a distinct approach to reviewing. In our experience, reviewing such books has not always yielded successful results. 17 Second, there are important policy considerations concerning scientific integrity and objectivity. For the past few years, we have strictly adhered to the principle that we do not review books written or edited by members of our editorial board, or allow our own editors to review books for us. 18 For the same reason, we do not allow books to be reviewed by scholars who had some involvement in the book under review -even if, admittedly, this is not always easy to discover and we still rely on the sincerity on the part of the reviewer. Furthermore, we are particularly concerned about arranged book reviews -the practice whereby authors approach us with the proposal to have their book reviewed by a certain person. But again, it is difficult to ensure that an unsolicited book review has not actually been arranged by the book's author.
Third, we seek to achieve a balanced representation of the books that are published each year. The goal is to maintain diversity in terms of subject matter of the reviewed books (avoiding to publish in the same issue, for example, three book reviews on the topic of investment arbitration), as well as in terms of authors. Furthermore, we are conscious about the need to ensure a balanced representation of publishing houses, as well as languages. That is easier said than done. In terms of output, some publishers produce annually more books on international law than others. Furthermore, the English language continues to dominate in international law scholarship. But in addition to reviewing books from the traditional university presses and trade academic presses, we still manage to review (and intend to continue reviewing) books published by publishing houses that are less established, or still emerging, in the field of international law; 19 and books written in, for example, French 20 or German. 21 
HOW TO REVIEW BOOKS?
A well-written book review can be a piece of scholarship in itself, yet in research assessment and promotion exercises, book reviews and even review articles rarely count. It takes a significant amount of time to read a book, check points where necessary, and draft a balanced, yet critical appraisal. This is a delicate exercise, considering that one is openly evaluating one's peers' work. In this regard, it has been with some discomfort that the LJIL has followed one author's infamous attempt to interfere with the publication of a critical book review by a fellow international law journal. 22 In the view of the LJIL, the publication of a book entails a voluntary decision on the part of its author to enter the public domain. By entering this domain, the author accepts that the book may be subjected to review, and that the reviewer may potentially also disagree with the author's writings. It is inherent to academia that scholars hold different views on substantive matters. The process of review is an essential part of academic debate, and with debate, there is always diversity of opinions. This is why it has never been our editorial policy to limit the level of criticism expressed in the reviews that we publish (save for the event that the review would clearly go beyond general standards of decency and fair scholarship, such as in the extreme cases of hate speech or excessively aggressive reviews -but that has not yet happened). On the contrary, a certain amount of constructive criticism is actually necessary if a book review is to differ from marketing material.
There is no specific recipe for writing a good book review. The LJIL has always maintained a preference for reviews that are comprehensive and analytical, and not a mere reproduction of the table of contents. Furthermore, there is the tendency to fall in what Joseph Weiler calls the ABA trap -to state that the book is a good one (A), to note that there are problems with it (B), and to finally reaffirm that it is a valuable addition to the literature (A). 23 We are not necessarily averse to such reviews, as long as they remain objective. In terms of method, the more engaging reviews are appreciated, which, while briefly outlining the book's contents and structure, present and take issue with the book's main arguments and ideas. Apart from that, the LJIL does not demand that reviewers should follow any particular form. We have published reviews that discussed a book's arguments in the form of propositions, 24 or which focused almost exclusively on the book's shortcomings. 25 However, we are still awaiting a book review in the form of a haiku.
OUR APPROACH TO BOOK REVIEWING
Many journals try nowadays to be more ambitious and innovative in their reviewing of books. In that endeavour, the LJIL follows a five-pronged approach. First and foremost: quality is more than ever key, so the number of published reviews will only represent a fraction of the number of reviews actually submitted -based on the same stringent peer review process to which all other journal articles are subjected. Reviews can be solicited, but peer review is not thereby dispensed with. Second, some books are so rich in content that cannot be adequately presented in the 2,000 words of a traditional book review. Therefore, it is an established practice of the LJIL to publish longer contributions, which are commonly called 'review essays', although these too can take a variety of forms. On the one hand, there are comparative review essays, which jointly review two, three, or more books (published within the same year or two), on the same or similar topics. Such essays usually revolve around the books' common theme, and their purpose is primarily to situate these books within the context of existing scholarship. Review essays typically compare the books' analytical approaches, evaluate their doctrinal assumptions and theoretical arguments, appraise their substantive findings, 26 and sometimes touch upon issues of style. 27 They can also assess the books from the vantage point of a specific function, 28 or simply evaluate the books in relation to a specific position in international legal discourse. 29 On the other hand, we have also published essays devoted to the discussion of single works. Single book review essays are particularly suitable for reviewing edited books that deal with divergent themes and topics which would otherwise be impossible to properly discuss in the form of a traditional book review. 30 Occasionally, they may even provide a useful means to present a specific book written by a single author, particularly if the book's author and the reviewer share fundamentally different views on a particular question. 31 For the past five years, almost every issue of the LJIL has featured approximately one or two review essays in addition to roughly the same amount of traditional reviews. We will strive to maintain such balance in the future.
Third, in our quest for innovative approaches to reviewing books, we are now exploring the option of accepting multiple reviews of one book, written by several people, either as a joint effort, or even independently of each other, and including a brief reply by the author of the book. An obvious advantage of such combined reviews is that they can diversify the debate by offering, within the confines of a single article, a variety of views on the subject matter dealt with in the book. This contrasts with the more traditional book reviews, which are often written from the perspective of a particular school of thought or academic standpoint. Furthermore, such combined review puts critical remarks in perspective, and eventually also allows the author to respond to potential criticism.
Fourth, we are considering other ways in which authors of reviewed books could be offered (at times upon their own motivated request) the opportunity to respond to the review. In the past, we were once approached by a book's author with the request to publish a reply to an unfavourable review, on the ground that the review misrepresented some portions of the empirical analysis contained in the book. In the circumstances of that case, we decided not to publish the reaction since this was not likely to lead to a substantial legal debate that would have been of interest to our readers. But we are aware that such exchange of views could occasionally be warranted. In some cases, it can be only fair, for example where important new circumstances relevant to the topic of the book have arisen after its publication, which the reviewer has relied upon in constructing the review. However, the option of providing the possibility of reply has to be used sparsely, as generally, authors who cannot anticipate and adequately respond to certain points of criticism while writing the book, will most likely also not be able to do so in the brief space of a response to a book review. At any rate, one way of enabling the book's author to respond to the review could be by organizing an online debate between the reviewer and the author of the book, possibly with the participation of other scholars, as we have already done in the context of a symposium held at the Opinio Juris blog. 32 Fifth, we are contemplating the introduction of some type of literature review, whereby one reviewer scrutinizes scholarship on the same topic published in various media -thus, beyond the confines of books. This is a relatively unexplored but thought-provoking way to evaluate for example edited collections. These are often difficult to review as chapters may not be closely linked. Journal articles could also be among the papers to be reviewed in this manner, allowing cross-reviewers to explore the gamut of scholarship published in a delimited period of time on one particular issue. We realize, however, that the line between a book review and a proper journal article could then become rather thin.
Finally, what does the LJIL need in order to maintain high-quality book reviews? We are continuously looking for volunteers from all over the world, with various specializations and at different stages of their careers. Potential reviewers are warmly invited to contact us at f.baetens@law.leidenuniv.nl or v.prislan@law.leidenuniv.nl.
As such we hope, if not to revolutionize book reviewing, then at least allow it to evolve in a manner that does justice to the authors and remains interesting for an international readership.
